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This ia the case involving the murder of Martin 
Luther King, Jr. 

With respect to the evidence in this ca£e obtaine^ 
from the Memphis Police Department, SAC Jensen of^our =r 
Memphis Office has advised that On the °£-^» c t ed t- 

SJHJ SSilo-i=T Dl“?tor of Flr/.nd Polio. «■ 

made of the evidence collected. Holloman advised *1* « 

S the material he knew of was at that time in ® ustod y^* t 
Homicide Division, Inspector N. E. Zachary. He was told that 
the SAC would take possession of the evidence collec _ * 

iolld prlpllre it foPsubmission to the FBI laboratory A 

ib.tb.r'or not to. FBI Ubor.torp report A-' 

:z«r; -.Su! t.o boon cfr 

sssfij?:. -u -o. ^f _ £ 
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under*custody oflnspector Zachary. Much of the ** J*Jj i8 ^ liad *= 
not>een identified as two of the * 

pertinent material and arrangements were ^^l 8 *®** c 
Sith J Inspector Zachary to secure the names of the of ^®*** & 

-who -could identify the evidence. Officers properly iden,tified^ 

“ evidence. . . . , . 

«: The major part clothe evidence was ““bmitted *y «r 

Inspector Zachary who had personally brought it w 

police department, however, other miscellaneous items Had o, 
Ken secured by individual officers. SAC ^ cn8 J n 8dv *®* d ial 
insDector Zachary that be. would take custody of the material 
th.t ft ... .uWtt.il to tb. FBI leborttorj 

immediately for appropriate and necessary exa^nation. 

Inspector Zachary was advised that if. he desired a po 

officer to accompany the Agent this ® ou J d 1 ^ e ^^Kr^sTr^ A*? 

Inspector Zachary stated he did not vTeel it I 

i V \. t“ ‘Jec Ae MAY '6-. *** 

X , ' jfcrv* l - — 

A " CONTINUED - OVER C Jq tj .._ * . ; 
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Memorandum to Mr. DeLoach: 

RE: MURE IK 

The Memphis Police Department has not asked for the 
return of the evidence in this case. SAC Jensen, shortly * ft * r 
to ^elSach's trip to Memphis on April 5, 1968, expressed to DeL <**J 
. * - . a 4 -he Police Department sight soon begin “wondering whether 

ii“b£ J n sra xixz 

' evidence to be returned. 

Inspector Eachary, Memphis Police Deptotoent. bas express^ 

the oninion that ultiaately the case mould have to be tried as a murder 
the opinion x . — Flrst Assistant State Attorney General, 

Sober ^Dwyer, has indicated an Interest in the evidence but has not ma e 

.any request for its return. 

The evidence has been maintained in the FBI Laboratory 
,i« of the exhaustive and intensive investigation being conducted 
hr the FBI and principally because evidence continues to be accumulated 
« ie dHelop .Sdltlon.1 Lfor*»tloo on th. b»<*erouod, prior .oveooot. 
and activities of the subject. Retention of the evidence has be ®“ . ^ 
particularly important from the standpoint ttfi many of the items 
l^ent f iiglrprint impressions. It mas, of course, necessary that these 
impressions be compared mith previously obtained material. 



OBSERVATIONS; 




The individual knomn as Eric Starvo Galt has nom been 
identified as James Earl Ray, a Bureau fugitive. This important 
identification, of course, places the case in a different w ®» 

iks'S'iS: sis*. 

prior to *his action being taken. 




